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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) because they include 
the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the description: 332, 920, 950. Corrected drawing 
sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d), or amendment to the specification to add the reference 
character(s) in the description in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121 (b) are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include 
all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 
37 CFR 1.84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted 
by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: reference numbers 109 and 
1025 are not in the drawings. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: reference number 1110 
references two different items on page 20, line 31 and page 22, line 3. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 8, 20, and 32 are objected to because of the following informalities: the word "successful" 
is believed to be a typographical error. The examiner believes that applicant intended the word "failed" 
and the claims will be examined as such. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claims 9, 21, and 33 are objected to because of the following informalities: "the names of the 
computer systems" lacks antecedence. Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claims 12, 24, and 36 are objected to because of the following informalities: "the selected 
computed system" lacks antecedence. It is believed that "computed" is a typographical error and 
"computer" was intended. The claims will be examined as such. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Joyce in view of 

Ahmed. 

Joyce discloses a method of displaying the operating states of various machines on a network in 
response to a message command. The method includes displaying when each machine, identified by 
machine name (p. 133, line 43; fig. 7), is waiting (p. 133, line 44), receiving (p. 134, line 2-3), and finished 
(p. 134, line 5). When the status of each machine changes, the display is changed to reflect the new 
status (p. 133, line 41- p. 134, line 6). Joyce also discloses that a machine whose message command 
has failed is recognized (p. 138, lines 6-7). 

Ahmed teaches that it is known to display information concerning operations of a networked 
system in a plurality of windows (col. 1, lines 44-48). 

Joyce and Ahmed are analogous art because they are both from the same field of endeavor of 
the display of operations of networked systems. 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Joyce's method by placing the machine name icons into separate windows based on their current state of 
waiting, receiving, or finished. It would also have been obvious to include a "failed" window to reflect the 
existence of a machine that belongs in the category of having a message command that has failed, as 
detected by Joyce's method. It logically follows that if a machine has finished, but has not failed, it should 
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be grouped in a window separately as such. Joyce discloses changing the display to reflect a change in 
status, therefore it would logically follow that when combined with Ahmed, the icons would move from one 
state window to another when the associated machine's state changes. 

The motivation for these modifications would have been to provide a more organized display of 
which machines are in which states, rather than having to look at un-grouped icons that are spread 
around the display screen, as with Joyce's original method. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Ahmed with Joyce for the benefit of 
organization to obtain the invention as specified in claims 1-8. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Joyce in view of Ahmed 
as applied to claims 1-8 above, and further in view of Kimura. 

Joyce and Ahmed do not expressly disclose that the names of the computer systems are 
displayed in red in the "failed" subwindow. 

Kimura teaches that a color such as red can be used to denote an error condition in a display 
(col. 9, lines 56-60). 

Joyce, Ahmed, and Kimura are all analogous art because they are all from the same field of 
endeavor of monitoring systems. 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the 
color red to display the machines experiencing error conditions. 

The motivation for doing so would have been to provide a mechanism of communicating a 
warning to the operator (col. 9, line 60). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Kimura with Joyce and Ahmed for the benefit of 
communicating a warning to obtain the invention as specified in claim 9. 

Claims 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Joyce in view of 
Ahmed, in further view of Kimura as applied to claim 9 above, and further in view of Darland. 

With respect to claim 10, Joyce, Ahmed, and Kimura do not expressly disclose that when the 
displayed name of a computer system is selected further information about the status of the command 
executing on the computer system is displayed. 
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Darland teaches that additional operating information about an item can be obtained by selecting 
that item (col. 11, lines 11-12; 18-22). 

Joyce, Ahmed, Kimura, and Darland are all analogous art because they are all from the same 
field of endeavor of monitoring systems. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Joyce, Ahmed, and Kimura's method by allowing additional information about the operation of the 
command to be displayed when a user selects Joyce's machine icon, as taught by Darland. 

The motivation for doing so would have been to provide the user with information about the 
effectiveness of the system (col. 1 , lines 5-7). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Darland with Joyce, Ahmed, and Kimura for the 
benefit of providing additional information to the user to obtain the invention as specified in claim 10. 

With respect to claim 1 1 , Kimura further discloses that when an error condition occurs, an error 
code and an error message can be displayed (col. 10, lines 9-18). 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to further modify Joyce, Ahmed, Kimura, and 
Darland's method by allowing an error message to by displayed as part of the additional operating 
information when a failed machine icon is selected. 

The motivation fordoing so would have been to provide the user with information to help 
diagnose a failure in the system. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Joyce, Ahmed, Kimura, and Darland for the 
benefit of providing additional information to the user to obtain the invention as specified in claim 11. 

With respect to claim 12, Darland further discloses that the additional operating information 
obtained by selecting the item can include a real-time progress indicator (col. 11, lines 2, 24-26). 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to further 
modify Joyce, Ahmed, Kimura, and Darland's method by allowing a real-time progress indicator to be 
displayed as part of the additional operating information when a receiving machine is selected. 

The motivation for doing so would have been to allow the user to view the progress of the 
receiving operation. 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Joyce, Ahmed, Kimura, and Darland for the 
benefit of providing additional information to the user to obtain the invention as specified in claim 12. 

Claims 13-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Joyce in view of 

Ahmed. 

Joyce discloses a computer program product on a computer readable medium for displaying the 
operating states of various machines on a network in response to a message command. The product 
includes displaying when each machine, identified by machine name (p. 133, line 43; fig. 7), is waiting (p. 
133, line 44), receiving (p. 134, line 2-3), and finished (p. 134, line 5). When the status of each machine 
changes, the display is changed to reflect the new status (p. 133, line 41- p. 134, line 6). Joyce also 
discloses that a machine whose message command has failed is recognized (p. 138, lines 6-7). 

Ahmed teaches that it is known to display information concerning operations of a networked 
system in a plurality of windows (col. 1, lines 44-48). 

Joyce and Ahmed are analogous art because they are both from the same field of endeavor of 
the display of operations of networked systems. 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Joyce's product by placing the machine name icons into separate windows based on their current state of 
waiting, receiving, or finished. It would also have been obvious to include a "failed" window to reflect the 
existence of a machine that belongs in the category of having a message command that has failed, as 
detected by Joyce's method. It logically follows that if a machine has finished, but has not failed, it should 
be grouped in a window separately as such. Joyce discloses changing the display to reflect a change in 
status, therefore it would logically follow that when combined with Ahmed, the icons would move from one 
state window to another when the associated machine's state changes. 

The motivation for these modifications would have been to provide a more organized display of 
which machines are in which states, rather than having to look at un-grouped icons that are spread 
around the display screen, as with Joyce's original method. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Ahmed with Joyce for the benefit of 
organization to obtain the invention as specified in claims 13-20. 
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Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Joyce in view of Ahmed 
as applied to claims 13-20 above, and further in view of Kimura. 

Joyce and Ahmed do not expressly disclose that the names of the computer systems are 
displayed in red in the "failed" subwindow. 

Kimura teaches that a color such as red can be used to denote an error condition in a display 
(col. 9, lines 56-60). 

Joyce, Ahmed, and Kimura are all analogous art because they are all from the same field of 
endeavor of monitoring systems. 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the 
color red to display the machines experiencing error conditions. 

The motivation for doing so would have been to provide a mechanism of communicating a 
warning to the operator (col. 9, line 60). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Kimura with Joyce and Ahmed for the benefit of 
communicating a warning to obtain the invention as specified in claim 21. 

Claims 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Joyce in view of 
Ahmed, in further view of Kimura as applied to claim 21 above, and further in view of Darland. 

With respect to claim 22, Joyce, Ahmed, and Kimura do not expressly disclose that when the 
displayed name of a computer system is selected further information about the status of the command 
executing on the computer system is displayed. 

Darland teaches that additional operating information about an item can be obtained by selecting 
that item (col. 11, lines 11-12; 18-22). 

Joyce, Ahmed, Kimura, and Darland are all analogous art because they are all from the same 
field of endeavor of monitoring systems. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Joyce, Ahmed, and Kimura's product by allowing additional information about the operation of the 
command to be displayed when a user selects Joyce's machine icon, as taught by Darland. 
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The motivation for doing so would have been to provide the user with information about the 
effectiveness of the system (coi. 1, lines 5-7). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Darland with Joyce, Ahmed, and Kimura for the 
benefit of providing additional information to the user to obtain the invention as specified in claim 22. 

With respect to claim 23, Kimura further discloses that when an error condition occurs, an error 
code and an error message can be displayed (col. 10, lines 9-18). 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to further modify Joyce, Ahmed, Kimura, and 
Darland's product by allowing an error message to be displayed as part of the additional operating 
information when a failed machine icon is selected. 

The motivation for doing so would have been to provide the user with information to help 
diagnose a failure in the system. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Joyce, Ahmed, Kimura, and Darland for the 
benefit of providing additional information to the user to obtain the invention as specified in claim 23. 

With respect to claim 24, Darland further discloses that the additional operating information 
obtained by selecting the item can include a real-time progress indicator (col. 11, lines 2, 24-26). 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to further 
modify Joyce, Ahmed, Kimura, and Darland's product by allowing a real-time progress indicator to be 
displayed as part of the additional operating information when a receiving machine is selected. 

The motivation for doing so would have been to allow the user to view the progress of the 
receiving operation. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Joyce, Ahmed, Kimura, and Darland for the 
benefit of providing additional information to the user to obtain the invention as specified in claim 24. 

Claims 25-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Joyce in view of 

Ahmed. 

Joyce discloses an apparatus of displaying the operating states of various machines on a network 
in response to a message command. The apparatus includes displaying when each machine, identified 
by machine name (p. 133, line 43; fig. 7), is waiting (p. 133, line 44), receiving (p. 134, line 2-3), and 
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finished (p. 134, line 5). When the status of each machine changes, the display is changed to reflect the 
new status (p. 133, line 41- p. 134, line 6). Joyce also discloses that a machine whose message 
command has failed is recognized (p. 138, lines 6-7). 

Ahmed teaches that it is known to display information concerning operations of a networked 
system in a plurality of windows (col. 1, lines 44-48). 

Joyce and Ahmed are analogous art because they are both from the same field of endeavor of 
the display of operations of networked systems. 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Joyce's apparatus by placing the machine name icons into separate windows based on their current state 
of waiting, receiving, or finished. It would also have been obvious to include a "failed" window to reflect 
the existence of a machine that belongs in the category of having a message command that has failed, as 
detected by Joyce's method. It logically follows that if a machine has finished, but has not failed, it should 
be grouped in a window separately as such. Joyce discloses changing the display to reflect a change in 
status, therefore it would logically follow that when combined with Ahmed, the icons would move from one 
state window to another when the associated machine's state changes. 

The motivation for these modifications would have been to provide a more organized display of 
which machines are in which states, rather than having to look at un-grouped icons that are spread 
around the display screen, as with Joyce's original method. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Ahmed with Joyce for the benefit of 
organization to obtain the invention as specified in claims 25-32. 

Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Joyce in view of Ahmed 
as applied to claims 25-32 above, and further in view of Kimura. 

Joyce and Ahmed do not expressly disclose that the names of the computer systems are 
displayed in red in the "failed" subwindow, 

Kimura teaches that a color such as red can be used to denote an error condition in a display 
(col. 9, lines 56-60). 
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Joyce, Ahmed, and Kimura are all analogous art because they are all from the same field of 
endeavor of monitoring systems. 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the 
color red to display the machines experiencing error conditions. 

The motivation for doing so would have been to provide a mechanism of communicating a 
warning to the operator (col. 9, line 60). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Kimura with Joyce and Ahmed for the benefit of 
communicating a warning to obtain the invention as specified in claim 33. 

Claims 34-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Joyce in view of 
Ahmed, in further view of Kimura as applied to claim 33 above, and further in view of Darland. 

With respect to claim 34, Joyce, Ahmed, and Kimura do not expressly disclose that when the 
displayed name of a computer system is selected further information about the status of the command 
executing on the computer system is displayed. 

Darland teaches that additional operating information about an item can be obtained by selecting 
that item (col. 11, lines 11-12; 18-22). 

Joyce, Ahmed, Kimura, and Darland are all analogous art because they are all from the same 
field of endeavor of monitoring systems. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Joyce, Ahmed, and Kimura's apparatus by allowing additional information about the operation of the 
command to be displayed when a user selects Joyce's machine icon, as taught by Darland. 

The motivation for doing so would have been to provide the user with information about the 
effectiveness of the system (col. 1, lines 5-7). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Darland with Joyce, Ahmed, and Kimura for the 
benefit of providing additional information to the user to obtain the invention as specified in claim 34. 

With respect to claim 35, Kimura further discloses that when an error condition occurs, an error 
code and an error message can be displayed (col. 10, lines 9-18). 
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At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to further modify Joyce, Ahmed, Kimura, and 
Darland's apparatus by allowing an error message to by displayed as part of the additional operating 
information when a failed machine icon is selected. 

The motivation for doing so would have been to provide the user with information to help 
diagnose a failure in the system. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Joyce, Ahmed, Kimura, and Darland for the 
benefit of providing additional information to the user to obtain the invention as specified in claim 35. 

With respect to claim 36, Darland further discloses that the additional operating information 
obtained by selecting the item can include a real-time progress indicator (col. 1 1 , lines 2, 24-26). 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to further 
modify Joyce, Ahmed, Kimura, and Darland's apparatus by allowing a real-time progress indicator to be 
displayed as part of the additional operating information when a receiving machine is selected. 

The motivation for doing so would have been to allow the user to view the progress of the 
receiving operation. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Joyce, Ahmed, Kimura, and Darland for the 
benefit of providing additional information to the user to obtain the invention as specified in claim 36. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Andrea Hollar whose telephone number is 571-272-5862. The examiner can normally be 
reached on 8:30-5:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Jack 
Harvey can be reached on 571-272-3896. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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